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Charlkston,  S.  C,  3d  Oct.,  1891. 

To  the  Officers  and  Members  of  the 

South  Carolina  Historical  Society  : 

The  undersigned  were  appointed  a  Committee  under  the 
following  resolution  of  the  Society  of  date  24th  June  last : 

Resolved^  That  a  Committee  of  five  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
who  will  (1)  communicate  with  the  Honorable,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
to  ascertain  what  documents— 1662-1776 — are  in  his  oflEice,  and  as 
soon  as  practicable  obtain  a  list  of  titles,  chronologically  arranged  ; 
(2)  correspond  with  Mr.  Sainsbury,  of  the  Public  Record  Office,  Lon- 
don, and  obtain  an  estimate  of  the  aggregate  number  of  pages  to  be 
copied  in  that  depository,  exclusive  of  the  Shaftesbury  Papers, 
already  procured  by  the  City  of  Charleston,  and  the  cost  of  such 
transcripts  and  supervision  of  the  work,  (3)  That  the  said  Commit- 
tee also  procure  estimates  for  printing  the  South  Carolina  Colonial 
Records,  and  are  further  authorized  and  instructed  to  obtain  all  such 
further  information,  germain  to  this  business  as  will  be  of  use, 
&c.,  &c. 

In  discharging  the  agreeable  duties  assigned  them,  they 
have,  through  official  and  private  correspondence,  mformed 
themselves  on  the  matters  referred  to  them,  and  herewith 
present  the  following  report : 

1.  They  are  pleased  to  acknowledge  the  active  co-opera- 
tion of  the  Hon.  J.  E.  Tindal,  Secretary  of  State,  in  the  re- 
ceipt from  him  of  an  interesting  letter,  giving  particular 
information  of  the  very  valuable  records  in  his  office.  It 
will  be  very  satisfactory  to  learn,  that  despite  war  and  confla- 
gration, so  large  an  amount  of  early  documents  should  have 
been  so  marvelously  preserved,  for  the  information  of  the 
people  of  South  Carolina.  His  letter  is  published  in  full  in 
the  appendix  marked  "  A." 

2.  From  the  letters  of  Mr.  W.  Noel  Sainsbury,  of  the  Pub- 
lic Record  Office,  London,  the  officer  who  executed  a  simi- 
lar work  for  the  State  of  North  Carolina  in  the  last  decade, 


the  Committee  are  able  to  present,  by  extracts,  a  fair  relative 
estimate  of  the  extent  and  cost  of  the  work  needed  for  our 
State,  by  what  has  already  been  accomplished  for  North 
Carolina.  The  Committee  have  contented  themselves  with 
this  general  estimate,  as  a  more  particular  enumeration 
would  have  taken  much  time,  and  been  somewhat  costly. 
These  extracts  will  be  found  in  the  appendix  maiked  "  B." 

It  thus  appears  that  for  tlie  comparatively  inconsiderable 
sum  of  seven  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,  this  State  can 
possess  transcripts  of  all  its  Provincial  and  Colonial  docu- 
ments— 16G2-177G— exclusive  of  what  are  in  the  Secretary 
of  State's  office,  in  Columbia — of  what  are  printed  in  the 
North  Carolina  Records,  common  to  both  States,  and,  of 
course,  available — and  of  the  Shaftesbury 'papers  already  in 
the  possession  of  this  Society. 

3:  In  response  to  the  request  of  the  Society  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  further  procure  estimates  for  the  printing  of 
the  South  Carolina  Records,  &c.,  they  deem  it  premature  to 
do  so  at  this  time;  under  favorable  circumstances  it  will 
require  some  time  to  procure  these  transcripts  from  Lon- 
don; to  arrange  and  edit  these  aggregated  thousands  of 
manuscript  pages  in  proper  order,  and  otherwise  prepare 
them  for  the  press,  will  require  careful  consideration  and 
very  deliberate  action.  Tlie}'^,  therefore,  conclude  that  the 
primary  purpose  should  be,  to  gather  in  Columbia,  this  ex- 
tensive series  of  papers  where  these  records  can  be  exam- 
ined, classified  and  intelligently  prepared  for  publication — 
this  can  be  better  dealt  with  at  a  later  day. 

It  may  be  as  well  to  mention  the  increasing  demands  for 
historical  publications.  Mr.  Hubert  Bancroft,  of  California, 
has  issued  39  volumes  of  historical  documents  and  narra- 
tives of  the  Pacific  Coast  at  $5,00  a  volume,  and  thousands 
of  these  sets  have  been  sold  to  public  and  private  libraries 
on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic.  Our  South  Carolina  Records 
would  be  much  less  in  extent  and  cost,  and  if  sold  in  hun- 
dreds, where  the  Pacific  Coast  histories  have  sold  in  thou- 
sands of  copies  would  go  far  to  refund  the  expense  of  pub- 
lication. 


The  Commitlee  have,  necessarily,  deferred  all  reference 
to  the  materials  of  history  in  foreign  depositories,  anterior 
to  the  English  settlement  of  Carolina,  only  remarking  that 
in  recent  years,  much  has  already  been  printed  of  these 
earlier  narratives,  and  the  approach  of  the  400th  anniver- 
sary of  the  Columbus  discovery,  is  stimulating  scholarly 
inquiries  in  this  general  direction,  so  that  historical  students 
will,  doubtless,  at  no  distant  day,  have  at  their  disposal  full 
information  of  the  Spanish  and  French  voyages  and  settle- 
ments from  the  most  authentic  sources. 

In  considering  the  subject-matter  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee, some  thoughts  have  been  suggested  and  some  facts 
ascertained  which  should  be  embodied  in  this  report.  A 
recent  writer  has  aptly  remarked—"  The  history  of  no  State 
in  the  Union  would  equal  South  (Carolina,  if  the  records 
could  be  gathered  and  systematically  arranged.  It  is  a  his- 
tory filled  with  striking  incidents  and  remarkable  events. 
The  province  itself,  was  that  spot  in  the  New  World,  where 
the  political  theories  of  Shaftesbury  were  planted,  where 
they  grew  and  flourished,  and  from  which  they  spread  out 
over  Georgia,  Alabama  and  Mississippi,  and  influenced 
thought  as  markedly  as  the  impression  of  New  England 
made  itself  apparent  on  the  people  of  the  North  West." 

In  reviewing  the  historic  field,  there  has  seemed  to  exist, 
up  to  a  comparatively  recent  date,  a  general  apathy  as  to 
the  gathering  of  the  early  annals  of  the  English  Colonies 
in  the  New  World,  and  this  is  emphasized  by  the  fact,  stated 
by  Mr.  Sainsbury,  that  only  New  York  and  North  Caro- 
lina have,  so  far,  achieved  the  historical  distinction,  of  edit- 
ing and  publishing  their  complete  documentary  histories. 

And  here,  the  Committee  think  it  should  be  stated,  that 
this  Society  initiated  this  State  historical  work,  as  early  as 
185G.  Thirty-five  years  ago,  Mr.  Sainsbury  begun  sending 
a  "List  and  Abstract  of  Papers  relating  to  South  Carolina, 
in  the  State-paper  office  in  London,"  which  was  continued 
up  to  IS59,  under  the  patronage  of  the  Stale.  These  abstracts 
will  materially  simplify  and  assist  the  proposed  work  of 
obtaining  transcripts  of  the  documents,  and  it  is  creditable 
to  South  Carolina  to  have  been  so  early  in  this  field. 
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Nor  has  this  apatliy  been  incident  only  to  the  old  thir- 
teen States;  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Federal  Congress  and 
authorities  have,  up  to  a  recent  period,  not  thought  it 
incumbent  upon  them,  to  provide  for  obtaining,  original 
documents  relating  to  the  history  of  the  Union.  The 
amounts  available  to  theState  department,  have  not  only  been 
inadequate  for  any  comprehensive  purpose,  but  insignificant 
in  amount.  This  is  exclusive,  of  course,  of  the  very  large 
sums  being  expended  of  late  years  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, for  the  publication  of  the  "  Records  "  of  "  the  War 
between  the  States." 

But  it  is  a  satisfaction  to  note  a  perceptible  change  of 
policy  in  this  regard — a  more  intelligent  public  opinion  is 
abroad,  which  acknowledges  the  obligation  to  the  people, 
for  the  preparation  and  publication  of  original  historic  doc- 
uments Relating  to  Colonization,  Early  Governments,  Po- 
litical and  Military  Life. 

This  is  as  it  should  be,  for  unless  done  by  the  Federal  and 
the  several  State  Governments,  it  cannot  be  done  otherwise 
— no  private  effort  being  equal  to  so  large  an  undertaking. 
It  is,  therefore,  a  sign  of  promise,  when  two  such  States  as 
New  York  and  North  Carolina  acknowledge  their  obligations 
to  the  people  of  their  respective  States,  and  set  this  intelli- 
gent example.  May  it  be  emulated  by  all  the  States,  and 
especially  by  our  own  State. 

In  marked  contrast  with  our  own  country.  Federal  and 
State — is  iha  fixed  policy  of  European  governments.  At  the 
last  meeting  of  the  American  Historical  Society,  held  in 
Washington  in  December.  1890,  Prof.  Jameson,  of  Brown's 
University,  read  a  paper  on  "  The  Exj^enditures  of  Foreign 
Governments  in  behalf  of  History."  As  the  publication  of 
this  interesting  and  instructive  paper  has  been  delayed,  the 
Committee  applied  to  Prof.  Jameson  for  such  an  abstract  as 
would  enable  them  to  include  the  chief  points  of  interest  in 
this  report.  It  is  a  pleasure  to  acknowledge  the  courtesy 
and  consideration  of  the  Professor  of  History  in  Brown's 
University,  who  has  forwarded  a  full  manuscript  copy  of  the 
address,  as  far  as  completed.     From  this  excellent  paper  the 


Committee  find,  not  only  interesting  information  on  a  sub- 
ject of  which  tliey  were  wholly  uninformed,  but  as  well, 
the  business  fact,  that  European  governments  do  not  scatter 
such  publications  indiscriminately  as  free  gifts,  but  print 
such  editions  as  will  supply  the  demand,  and  fix  a  moderate 
price  on  the  volumes.  In  this  way  there  is  an  annual  re- 
funding going  on  against  the  cost  of  publication. 

As  Prof.  Jameson's  paper  embraces  eleven  closely  written 
pages,  it  is  only  possible  to  make  abstracts  that  will  convey 
useful  information  to  us  in  our  own  proposed  work. 

First,  is  the  fixed  policy  of  the  States  of  Europe  to  pro- 
vide annually,  sums  of  money  for  the  historical  information 
of  the  people,  by  such  publications. 

One  would  suppose,  for  instance,  that  an  old  government 
like  Great  Britain,  would  have  already  written  up  its  his- 
tory, and  that  little  would  remain  to  do,  but  the  last  annual 
provision  for  this,  amounted  to  .£43,000  %  =$210,000. 
France,  appropriates  annually  1,200,000  francs,  =  $240,000. 
Germany's  figures  were  not  completed  at  the  date  of 
writing. 

Now,  among  the  smaller  States,  comparable  with  our 
American  States,  Belgium  expends  annually  140,000  ffancs, 
=  $28,000.  The  Netherlands  70,000  florins,  =  $28,000. 
Bavaria  27,000  marks,  =  $6,600.  Sweden  52,800  kroners,  = 
$15,000.  It  would  extend  this  report  beyond  proper  limits, 
to  make  further  extracts,  but  these  examples  prove  conclu- 
sively that,  in  the  judgment  of  European  governments,  and 
of  New  York  and  North  Carolina,  there  are  certain  Histori- 
cal documents  of  common  interest  to  all  the  people,  and 
these  are  a  charge  upon  the  public  authorities,  for  prepara- 
tion and  publication. 

As  private  enterprise  and  private  means  cannot  be  ex- 
pected to  be  equal  to  so  large  an  undertaking  ;  as  the  au- 
thentic early  history  of  our  State  is  hidden  in  these  old 
manuscripts  ;  as  a  moderate  annual  appropriation  will,  in  a 
few  years  accom.plish  this  most  desirable  result;  as  the  his- 
torical returns  must,  very  largely  exceed  the  insignificant 
sums  of  money  needed  to  secure  them  ;  as  the  information 


is  of  all  the  State,  and  for  the  information  of  the  people 
everywhere  in  the  State,  the  Committee  indulge  the  hope 
of  early  and  favorable  action.  They  venture  to  suggest  that 
a  Commission  of  three  or  five  citizens  from  different  parts  of 
the  State,  of  which  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  be  "  ex- 
officio  "  Chairman — (the  citizens  serving  without  compen- 
sation)— would  be  the  best  means  to  give  permanent  direc- 
tion and  supervision  to  this  work,  and  success  to  the 
undertaking. 

In  conclusion,  the  Committee  respectfully  report,  that  in 
furtherance  of  the  wishes  of  the  Society,  they  have  corres- 
ponded with  citizens  of  the  several  Counties  throughout  the 
State,  inviting  co-oj)eration  in  presenting  this  important 
matter  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  people,  and 
uniting  in  a  memorial  to  the  General  Assembly,  to  undertake 
this  needed  work.  Responses  have  been  generally  received ; 
from  some  Counties  very  full ;  others  not  so  full — but  only 
two  Counties  have  not  been  heard  from.  When  the  plan  is 
fully  understood,  the  Committee  are  confident  there  will  be 
a  very  general  interest  manifested  throughout  the  State. 
Your  obedient  servants, 

WM-  A.  COURTENAY,  \ 

CH.  RICHARDSON  MILES,  ) 

JOHN  L.  WEBER,  Committee. 

THEO.  D.  JERVEY,  Jr.,       \ 

W.  G.  HINSON.  / 


APPENDIX 


A. 

A  Letter  of  the  Hon.  J.  E.  Tindal,  Secretary  of  State. 


STATE  OF  SOUTH  CAROLINA,  \ 
Executive  Department.       j 
OFFICE  OF  SECRETARY  OF  STATE, 
Columbia,  S.  C,  Sept  17th,  1891. 

APPENDIX  A. 

To  Hon.  Win.  A.  Coiirtena;/,  Charles  Richardson  Mile><,  John  L.  Weber, 
TIteo.  D.  Jei  veil,  Jr.,  W  O  Ilinson  :    Committee  S.  C.  H.  Society: 

Gentlemen:— Your  favor  of  July  31st,  1891,  enquiring  what  man- 
uscripts are  in  the  Secretary  of  State's  Office,  relating  to  the  period 
of  the  Lords  Proprietors,  1020-1720  :  Titles,  dates,  etc. 

Also,  letter  from  Mr.  Courtenay  of  date  of  September  8th,  in 
which  I  am  requested  to  anticipate  the  time  of  furnishing  the  de- 
sired information,  were  duly  received. 

I  have  given  the  matter  such  investigation  as  my  duties  would 
permit  in  the  time  allowed. 

Gov.  Seabrook,  by  authority  of  the  General  Assembly  in  1849, 
appointed  Mr.  John  S.  Green  to  collect,  arrange  and  index  the 
records  relating  to  the  Proprietary  and  Colonial  Governments.  We 
may  infer  how  this  work  was  done  from  the  message  of  Gov.  Means 
in  1851,  wherein  he  says  ''That  the  work  of  collating,  arranging  and 
indexing  the  records  of  the  State,  relating  to  its  Colonial  and  Revo- 
lutionary history,  has  been  pursued  with  much  energy  and  industry 
by  Mr.  John  S.  Green."  He  further  says  "chasms  occur  in  the 
records  from  loss  of  Documents  I  therefore  recommend  that  you 
authorize  the  Governor  to  send  an  Agent  to  England  to  supply  the 
deficiency." 

This,  however,  does  not  seem  to  have  been  done,  but  the  docu- 
ments collected  and  arranged  by  INlr.  Green  and  also  indexed  by  him 
are  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  original  manuscript, 
well  bound  and  fairly  well  preserved. 

The  collection  consists  of  Forty  Volumes  of  the  Council  Journals, 
and  Thirty-three  Volumes  of  the  Commons  House  Journal  averaging 
about  850  pages  each. 
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The  first  Volume  of  Council  Jourual  extends  over  the  period  from 
1671  to  1720,  It  is  fragmentary.  Most  of  it  was  copied  from  an  old 
Book  of  Records  in  the  Ordinary's  Office  in  Charleston.  The  origi- 
nal, said  to  have  been,  without  arrangement  or  connection.  The 
latter  part  of  the  Volume  was  copied,  or  made  up,  from  loose  sheets 
of  the  Council  Journals  found  in  the  Secretary  of  State's  Office  in 
Charleston,  This  volume  contains  only  136  pages,  but  is  all  the 
information  in  this  office  relating  to  the  period  fi'om  1671  t^l  720. 
All  connection  is  broken  from  1672  to  1674.  Only  one  meeting,  Feb- 
ruary, 1674,  and  two  December,  1674.  Only  record  of  a  single 
meeting  1675,  April  1st.    Next  record  has  no  date. 

No  other  proceedings  until  June  1680,  and  next  record  is  1681. 
The  fragments  in  the  latter  part  of  the  volume  are  dated  as  follows  : 
in  the  order  named  :  1669-74-77-79-8?.-8L'-85-70-65-93-1694-etc. 

The  2d  volume  begins  with  proceedings  of  Council  May  23d,  1722. 
The  history,  then,  is  more  complete.     The  chasms  running  through 
them  are  given  in  order  that  you   may  know   what  to  search  for. 
Chasm  from  February  1723  to  June  1724. 
Chasm  from  June  1724  to  May  1725. 
Chasm  from  April  to  June  1726. 
Chasm  from  June  1st  to  May  1730. 

Chasm  from  October  1st  to  November  7th,  1734  ;  chasm  from  Julj' 
to  October  28th,  1741  ;  chasm  from  January  to  May  18th,  1742. 

The  above  runs  through  nine  volumes  from  two  to  nine  inclusive, 
and  is  much  more  connected  and  continuous  than  the  records  from 
1671  to  1722.  The  other  volumes  of  Council  Journal  are  as  follows, 
viz  : 

Volume  11  Council  Journal  1643  to  1744  ;  Volume  12  Council  Journal 

1744. 
Volume  13,  Council  Journal  1745  ;  Volume  14,  Council  Journal  1746. 
Volume  15,  Council  Journal  1747  to  1748  ;  Volume  16,  Council  Jour- 
nal 1747  to  1749. 
Volume  17,  Council  Journal  1748  to    1749  ;     Volume  18,  Council 

Journal  1750  to  1751. 
Volume  19,    Council    Journal    1751   to   1752  ;    Volume  20,  Council 

Journal  1752. 
Volume    21,   Council    Jourual    1752  to  1753  ;    Volume  22,   Council 

Journal  1753  to  1754. 
Volume  23,  Council  Journal  1754  ;  Volume  24,  Council  Journal  1755. 
Volume  25,  Council  Journal  1756  ;  Volume  26,  Council  Jourual  1757 

to  1758. 
Volume    27,    Council  Journal   1757   to   1758  ;    Volume    28,   Council 

Journal  1758  to  1760. 
Volume  29,  Council  Journal  1763  "here  appears  a  chasm  from  1760  to 

1763." 
Volume  30,    Council  Journal    1763    to  17<)4;    Volume  31,  Council 

Journal  1764  to  1768. 
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Volume  32,  Council    Journal    1765  to    1766  ;    Volume   33,   Council 

Journal  1707. 
Volume  Si,  Council  Journal  1768  ;  Volume  35,   Council  Journal  1770. 
Volume  36,    Council    Journal    1771  to   1772  ;    Volume    37,   Council 

Journal  1772  to  1773. 
Volume  38,  Council  .lournal  1773  to  1774. 
Nos.  39  and  40  relate  to  period  of  Revolution. 

COMMONS  HOUSE  JOURNALS. 

Of  these  there  were  thirty-three  volumes,  numbered  from  1  to  40. 
But  numbers  11,  15,  20,  25,  36  and  37  are  lost-     They  are  not  to  be 
found  here. 
Volume  1,  from  1692  to  1701,  vol.  2,   from  1702  to   1706,   vol.  3,  from 

1706  to  1707. 
Volume  4,  from  1712  to  1716,  vol.  5.  from  1716  to  1721,  vol.  6,  from  1722 

to  1724. 
Volume  7,  from  1724,  vol.  8,  from  1734,  vol.  9,  from  1735  to  1736. 
Volume  10,  from  1736  to  1737,  vol.  1 1,  missing,  vol.   12,  from  1739  to 

1740. 
Volume  13,  from  1740,  vol.  14,  from  1740  to  1741,  vol.  15,  missing. 
Volume  16,  from  1741  to  1742,  vol.  17,  from  1742,  vol.  18,  from  1742  to 

1745. 
Volume  19,  from  1744,  vol.  20,  missing,  vol.  21,  from  1745  to  1746. 
Volume  22,  from  1746  to  1747,  vol.  23,  from  1748,  vol.  24,  from  1749. 
Volume  25,  from  1750  to  1750,  vol.  26,  from  1750  to  1751,  vol.  27,  from 

1751  to  1752. 
Volume  28,  from  1753,  vol.  29,  from  1754,  vol.  30,  from  1754  to  1755. 
Volume  31,  from  1755  to  1757,  vol.  32,  from  1757  to  1758,  vol.  33,  from 

1759  to  1760. 
Volume  34,  from  1761,  vol.  35,  from  1762,  vol.  36,  missing. 
Volume  37,  missing,  vol.  38,  missing,  vol,  39,  from  1769  to  1771. 
Volume  40,  from  1772  to  1775. 

In  the  above  volumes  the  following  omissions  of  "chasms'*  are 
noted  : 

From  June  1694  to  November  1695.  From  December  '97  to  Sept. 
'98.    From  August  '99  to  February  1700. 

Part  of  Proceedings  of  November  1700. 

Proceedings  lost  from  12th  to  28th  August,  1701,  and  from  29th  to 
January  following. 

.  Proceedings  of  August  7th,  1702,  are  not  entered  or  recorded,  nor 
those  from  May  19th  to  August  6th,  inclusive  of  same  year. 

Important  address  to  Governor  by  the  House,  and  also  message  of 
Governor,  not  recorded  in  1703  nor  are  the  bills  passed  in  the  early 
part  of  the  same  year  recorded. 

No  record  of  early  session  of  1704. 

June  7th,  1707.  An  important  address  to  the  Queen  upon  the 
troubles  and  grievances  of  the  province  is  omitted. 
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The  proceedings  of  1708— the  Governor's  speech  and  another  ad- 
dress to  the  Qneen  of  February  1709  and  balance  of  proceedings  of 
that  year,  and  the  next  are  omitted  up  to  Oct.  1710,  also  from  Jui\e 
to  Oct.  1711  and  from  March  to  Sept.  1713. 

A  report  on  the  "Indian  Trade  of  1712,  report  on  Tradesmen 
arrived  from  Great  Britain  and  address  to  Governor  and  Council,  a 
report  on  Public  Receiver— (Treasurer)— and  report  on  all  other  ac- 
counts, omitted  or  lost,  though  referred  to  as  passed,  for  year.-}  1712 
and  1713. 

Between  volumes  7  and  8  is  an  interval  from  Sept.  1727  to  Feb. 
1733,  of  which  no  record  can  be  found. 

Records  are  broken  from  March  1737  to  January  1738. 

Records  of  1741,  1745,  1763,  1704,  1709,  1770,  1771  are  missing. 

(As  a  matter  of  public  interest,  this  additional  information  not  in- 
cluded in  the  present  inquiry  is  added.) 

REVOLUTIONARY  PERIOD. 

What  relates  to  the  Revolutionary  period,  is  contained  in  manu- 
script as  follows,  to  wit : 

Councils  Journal.        _  Commons  Journal. 

Vol.  39-1783,  1784.  Vol,  40-1770. 

Vol.  40—1784,  1786. 

LETTERS. 

Of  Arthur  Middleton  to  William  Henry  Drayton.  1775. 

Of  George  Golphin  relating  to  the  people  of  Ninety -Six,  1770. 

Of  William  Christine  to  Col.  Wm.  Weston,  1781. 

Extracts  from  Orderly  Books. 

Papers  relating  to  the  Expedition  of  Col.  Rd.  Richardson. 

Reports  of  Powder  Receivers. 

Letters  from  Lamar— Sloop  of  War  and  Cherokee. 

Letter  of  John  Thomas,  of  the  Spartan  Regiment. 

THE  FOLLOWING  ORIGINAL  MAPS: 

Plan  of  Defence  by  William  Henry  Drayton. 
Maps  of  Christopher  Gadsden. 

lf:tters  of— 

Anthony  Wayne,   Gen.    LaFayette,    Col.    Wni.    Washington,  Peter 

Horry. 
Papers  of  Col.  Wm.   Washington  relating  to  complaints  of  Judges 

against  Wm.  Henry  Drayton. 
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Papers  relating  to  Alexander  Cameron. 

Intercepted  Letters. 

Papers  relating  to  'Tar  and  Feathers  Committee." 

Letters  of  Gen.  N.  Green  to  Col.  Wni.  Campbell. 

Letter  of  Col.  Wm.  D.  Preston,  1781. 

Letter  of  Col,  Richard  Hampton,  1781. 

Resolution  Committee  of  Safety  as  to  Lord  Campbell. 

Letter  of  Richard  Pearls  (in  Goal)  to  Wm.  H.  Drayton. 

Letter  of  Col.  Stephen  Bull  to  Committee  of  Safety. 

Journal  of  Capt.  Sempiere  of  Sloop  Commerce. 

Papers  seized  in  the  King's  Mail,  1775. 

Letter  of  Mark  Armstrong  to  Col.  Arthur  Campbell. 

Major  Lowe  to  Counsel  of  Safety. 

Charge  to  Grand  Jury  by  Wm.  Henry  Drayton,  1776. 

Accounts  of  Sloop  of  War  Prosper. 

Account  of  Battle  of  Lexington,  177o. 

Message  of  President  Rutledge  to  the  Legislature,  1776. 

Letter  of  Gov.  Rutledge  to  Col.  Richard  Hampton. 

List  of  those  who  met  at  Liberty  Plill  in  1776. 

Letter  of  Col.  Henry  Lee  to  Col.  Wm.  Campbell. 

Letter  of  Wm.  H.  Drayton  to  Delegates  in  Congress,  1775. 

Resolution  of  Council  of  Safety  extending  Redoubt. 

Letter  from  Col.  Wm.  Thompson,  relating  to   difficulties  Avith  the 

Tories,  1775. 
Papers  relating  to  the  Expedition  of  Wm.  Henry  Drayton  and  Rev. 

Wm.  Tennant  to  upper  districts  of  South  Carolina,  1775. 
Declaration  of  Col.    Richard  Richardson   to  the   Insurgents  under 

Cunningham,  1775. 
Letter  of  Samuel  McDowell  to  Col.  Wm.  Campbell. 
Con^i'act  for  Gun  Powder,  1775. 
Papers  relating  to  Ship  of  War  Prosper  under  command  of  William 

Henry  Drayton. 

It  would  require  more  time  to  no  closely  examine  these  jiapers  as 
to  note  all  the  important  missing  documents  which  Clerks  failed  to 
record,  and  which  would  throw  much  light  ujion  the  history  of  that 
period.    But  this  is  the  best   I  can  do  at  present 

It  will  afford  me  pleasure  to  render  any  assistance  in  my  power  to 
your  .Society  in  its  very  laudable  and  much  needed  work,  which  I 
believe  you  will  now  thoroughly  prosecute,  and  I  hope  will  complete 
at  an  early  day. 
With  best  wishes  for  abundant  success  to  the  enterprise, 
I  am  yours,  respectfully, 

J.  E.  TINDAL. 

S^Qretary  o/  State, 
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B. 

Extracts  from  Letters  of  Mr.  W.  Noel  Sainsbury,  of  the 
Public  Record  Office,  London. 


''I  hasten  to  answer  as  approximately  as  possible,  your- several 
queries  in  reference  to  the  relative  extent  of  South  Carolina  Kecords 
in  this  office,  as  compared  with  those  of  North  Carolina,  which,  as 
you  say,  prints  10,565  royal  8vo  pp.  But  first  let  me  remark,  that  I 
find  on  looking  through  the  1st  vol.  (only)  of  North  Carolina  rec- 
ords, that  out  of  just  1,000  pages,  450  of  these  are  taken  from  records 
in  North  Carolina  State,  leaving  550  (about)  copied  in  England.  I, 
therefore,  estimate  {roughly^  though  this  can  be  accurately  tested  by 
going  through  all  ten  vols.),  that  some  GUUO  jjrmfccl  pages  are  cnpies 
from  this  office.  Now  I  find  the  number  of  volumes  of  Records  from 
which  these  6000  pp.  were  copied,  was  141 — that  is  to  say,  the  whole 
of  32  volumes — a  portion  only  of  26  volumes  which  include  other 
Proprieiarg  Stsites,  and  extracts  only  from  83  volumes  of  Journals  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  which  deal,  of  course,  with  all  the  American 
Colonies,  and  those  of  the  West  Indies,  &e.  With  these  two  last 
series  of  26  and  83  volumes,  the  same  process  of  extracting  the  docu- 
ments and  entries  relating  to  South  Carolina  would  be  followed  as 
with  North  Carolina,  but  I  think  there  would  be  found  more  relating 
to  South  than  North  Carolina,  and  in  support  of  my  opinion,  I  find 
that,  whereas,  there  are  but  33  volumes  of  North  Carolina,  from 
which  all  the  documents  were  copied,  there  are  4(^  volumes  of  South 
Carolina,  from  which  all  the  documents  must  be  copied  —so  that  you 
will  see,  there  is  more  material  for  the  history  of  South  Carolina  than 
for  North  Carolina.  The  reason  is  obvious.  South  Carolina  has  a 
bigger  history  than  North  Carolina." 

"  The  cost  of  the  North  Carolina  copies,  &c.,  as  before  describei,d, 
was  about  £1,100,  but  I  should  think  for  South  Carolina,  the  cost 
would  be  nearer  £1,500,  because  there  are  14  more  volumes,  as  I  have 
already  pointed  out,  all  the  Shaftesbury  papers,  you  have  had  already 
copied." 
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